THE VANITY OF PHILOSOPHISING.

as Mr. Balfour admits, is not "based upon" meta-
physical theory. The astronomical doctrine of a
Newton remains equally valid, whatever is the
ultimate nature of space or laws or atoms; whether we
are materialists or empiricists or idealists. The philo-
sophical " basis " is not really a set of truths which
we must know before we can know the astronomical
theory ; but simply a set of hypotheses which have
to conform to the truths given by experience. The
unassailable truths are just the facts which we
observe, and which science enables us to describe
accurately and state systematically. If a meta-
physical doctrine has any bearing upon these facts,
which seems to be doubtful, it must conform to the
facts, and not the facts to it. So long as no such
theory is proved, we can afford to remain meta-
physically sceptical without losing our hold upon the
scientific truth. Now, I should say, what is true of
the physical sciences is true of all our knowledge.
We may study the moral sciences as we can study
the physical sciences. We can observe and colligate
the facts of emotion and volition, as we can observe
the position of the stars and the laws of heat.
Therefore^ in so far as theology is an attempt
to give a theory of the universe in general, we
must accept or deny the doctrines just in so far
as they serve to explain or fail to explain the facts.